Transplants were set 24 Mar, 12 inches apart on 8-inch-high and 32-inch-wide beds of Myakka fine sand covered with white polyethylene mulch. Each plot consisted of three rows of 20 plants each with plots spaced 12 ft end to end and with rows spaced 5 ft apart. Treatments were replicated four times in a randomized complete block design. Drip applications were made through a single drip tube per row with 0.25gal/h (10 psi) emitters spaced 12 in apart.
and delivered 60 gpa. Fruit were harvested from 10 plants in the middle row of each plot on 27 May and 9 June and the number of non-infested fruit and the number of fruit infested by the pepper weevil were determined. Fruit that had dropped from the same 10 plants were recovered from the plastic under the plants. Damaged and dropped fruit were totaled for each plot.
The pepper weevil population was heavy for a spring crop, with about 61% of the fruit infested (damaged plus dropped) in the non-sprayed control (Table 4 ). No treatment resulted in more non-infested fruit compared to the check for either harvest (Tables 2 & 3) or for when the harvests were combined (Table 4) . No treatment resulted in fewer damaged fruit compared to the check on 27 May (Table 2) . On 9 Jun the Actara, Cobalt, Leverage and Lorsban treatments resulted in fewer damaged fruit compared to the check, although the percent of damaged fruit was not significantly reduced (Table 3) . These same treatments plus Radiant alone also resulted in fewer damaged fruit when the harvests were combined (Table 4) . These same treatments, with the exception of Leverage, also yielded a lower percent of damaged fruit compared to the check (Table 4 ). No foliar symptoms of phytotoxicity were observed in the treatments. 
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